A SCOTTISH  PARISH  IN 
COVENANTING  TIMES 

By  the  Rev.  D.  E.  Easson,  B.D.,  Ph.D. 


No  period  of  Scottish  history  has  been  so  much  written  up  as  that  stretch 
of  the  seventeenth  century  which  lies  between  the  Restoration  and  the 
Revolution,  the  period  within  which  the  Covenanting  movement  came  to 
a head  and  exerted  a dominating  influence.  It  has  produced,  as  everybody 
knows,  a flood  of  characteristic  literature — polemic,  apologia,  hagiology, 
martyrology — all  of  which  is  of  abounding  interest  to  the  Scottish  patriot, 
but  at  the  same  time  s5nnptomatic  of  the  difficulty  with  which  it  confronts 
the  historian,  viz.,  that  so  much  of  the  material  presented  to  him  is  and 
can  hardly  help  being  tendencious  in  character.  Thus,  Wodrow,  so 
assiduous  as  a collector  of  data  bearing  on  the  “ sufferings  of  the  Church,” 
is  frankly  a partisan.  On  the  other  hand,  such  records  as  those  of  the 
Privy  Council,  although  they  purport  to  be  the  cold  recital  of  judicial 
proceedings,  give  us  inevitably  a “ Royalist  ” account  of  the  Covenanters. 

The  tendencious  character  of  the  records  of  the  period  has,  however, 
one  advantage  which  is  well  illustrated  by  those  with  which  I am  im- 
mediatel}'  concerned.  To  discover,  so  far  as  we  may,  what  were  the 
conditions  of  life  in  an  average  lowland  community  during  Covenanting 
times,  I propose  to  draw  on  the  most  likely  local  source  of  information  : 
the  records  of  a Kirk  Session.  No  doubt  these  were  kept,  when  they  were 
kept,  by  the  “indulged”  minister  or  his  session-clerk;  and  to. that 
extent  they  are  tendencious — we  will  not  expect  to  find  the  Covenanters 
portrayed  in  a favourable  light.  But  just  because  the  doings  of  the 
Covenanters  are  related  by  those  who  watched  them  with  censorious 
eyes,  details  of  such  things  as  could  be  brought  up  in  judgment  against 
them  are  faithfully  set  down,  and  the  records,  accordingly,  yield  all  the 
more  ample  and  lively  an  account  of  Covenanting  influence  in  the 
community. 

To  what  part  of  the  country  shall  we  look  for  such  informative  records  ? 
Our  first  thought  probably  is  that  some  locality  in  the  West  of  Scotland 
can  supply  them.  Yet,  while  I do  not  profess  to  have  examined  all  the 
parish  records  in  the  Covenanting  area  of  Ayrshire,  such  typical  sources 
as  I have  seen  reveal  that  Session  minutes  were  apt  to  be  kept  perfunctorily 
or  not  at  all  during  the  worst  periods  of  disturbance,*  and  relevant  refer- 

1 This,  however,  happened  elsewhere  than  in  the  West. 
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ences  are  few  and  far  between.  Thus,  Mauchline  Kirk  Session  records 
mention  only  that  Mr.  James  Vetch,  the  minister,  who  had  been  under 
“ legal  restraint ''  since  April,  1662,  was  allowed  to  preach  again  on 
26  Dec.,  1669  J and  that  the  same  minister  once  more  resumed  preaching 
on  30  Oct.,  1687,  “ being  returned  from  Holland,  the  place  of  his  banish- 
ment. ”2  Muirkirk,  likewise,  provides  only  two  references — one  to  the 
“ Highland  Host  ” on  18  April,  1678  : 

“ We  had  no  sesione  for  some  monethes  becawes  of  the  heilanderes 
lying  among  us  ” 

and  another  of  ii  Nov.,  1680,  containing  the  report  of  the  elder  sent  to 
ascertain  why  John  Brown  of  Priesthill  “ does  not  at  end  the  publick 
ordinansis  ” : 

"...  the  3 ressoune  that  he  gave  was  that  he  whom  he  lookit  on 
as  the  treu  messenger  of  jesus  christ  who  is  nou  laying  at  Airsmose 
declared  and  dischargit  that  as  they  wold  ansuer  to  god  in  the  grat 
day  that  non  should  heir  any  of  these  indulgit  persones  and  therfor 
he  could  not.”*^ 

It  is  surprising  to  discover  that  the  Lothian  parish  of  Carrington  has  a 
far  fuller  and  more  continuous  record  of  Covenanting  episodes  than  those 
Ayrshire  parishes  I have  mentioned  ; but  it  has  been  imperfectly  recog- 
nised how  much  the  Lothians  were  a centre  of  Covenanting  activity. 
This,  as  we  shall  see,  was  in  some  measure  due  to  the  presence  of  “outed” 
ministers  from  the  West,  who  found  in  the  East  a sphere  of  propaganda. 
At  all  events,  we  find  our  picture  of  a Scottish  parish  in  Covenanting 
times  not  in  the  heart  of  Western  moorlands,  but  ten  miles  from  the 
Capital. 


I 

The  story  begins  with  the  ministry  of  Mr.  James  Kilpatrick,  a native 
of  Ayrshire,  who  as  an  “expectant”  (such  was  the  somewhat  cynical  tenn 
by  which  our  forefathers  designated  a probationer)  was  presented  by 
Ramsay  of  Whitehill — in  whose  household  he  had  been  a “domestick” — 
to  the  vacant  church  of  Carrington  and  ordained  there  on  28  June,  1660.’ 
In  December  of  the  following  year,  the  Session  records  come  to  a sudden 
end  and  there  is  added  this  note  : 

1 Mauchline  KSR,  I.  ^ Ibid.,  i. 

3 Muirkirk  KSR,  I,  p.  56  (marked  68).  Muirkirk  KSR,  I,  pp.  66-67. 

5 Fasti,  I,  p.  305.  The  elders  concurred  in  his  presentation,  “ having  heard 
him  several  times  to  their  great  satisfaction  and  contentment”  [Carrington  KSR, 
I,  p.  63). 
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" In  the  beginning  of  the  next  year  and  the  first  month  thereof, 
all  kirksessions,  Presbyteries,  Synods,  etc.,  were  by  Act  of  Parliament 
discharged  till  they  were  authorized  by  the  Bishops  ; whereupon  all 
the  time  that  they  were  so  (?),  Mr.  James  Kilpatrick  was  permitted 
to  continue  in  the  exercise  of  the  ministrie,  at  the  said  Kirk  of 
Carringtoune,  which  was  until  November,  1662.  There  were  no  more 
Sessions  keeped.”' 

The  introduction  of  episcopalian  government  by  royal  decree  on  6 
Sept.,  1661,  was  followed  by  the  veto  of  the  Privy  Council  (by  the  king’s 
instructions)  of  9 Jan.,  1662,  on  the  meeting  of  ecclesiastical  courts  until 
they  received  episcopal  authority.  Mr.  Kilpatrick’s  session  shared  the 
common  fate.  He  himself  had  respite  for  a little,  but  the  blow  was  soon 
to  fall.  On  II  June,  1662,  Parliament  declared  all  parishes  vacant  where 
ministers  appointed  since  1649  been  presented  by  the  former 

patrons  and  received  institution  from  the  bishops  before  20  Sept.  ; and 
by  the  “Act  of  Glasgow”  of  i Oct.,  1662,  the  Privy  Council  thus  ordained  : 

"...  They  prohibit  and  discharge  all  ministers  who  have  contra- 
veenit  the  forsaid  act  of  Parliament  ...  to  exercise  any  part  of  the 
function  of  the  ministry  at  their  respective  churches  in  tyme  coming, 
which  are  hereby  declared  to  be  vacand,  and  that  none  of  the 
parochiners  who  are  lyable  in  any  part  of  the  stipends  make  payment 
of  this  instant  cropt  and  year  of  God,  1662  . . . and  that  they  doe 
not  acknowledge  them  for  their  lawfull  pastors  in  repairing  to  their 
sermons  under  pain  of  being  punished  as  frequenters  of  private 
conventicles  . . . ; and  commands  and  charges  the  saids  ministers  to 
remove  themselves  and  their  families  out  of  their  paroches  betwixt 
and  the  first  day  of  November  nixttocom.  . . .”2 

Mr.  Kilpatrick,  it  appears,  left  his  parish  after  this  date  and  went 
to  Ireland. 3 Why  was  he  “outed”  ? Evidently  his  offence  was  that  he 
had  not  been  and  would  not  be  instituted  by  the  bishop  of  Edinburgh. 
His  departure  was  not  final ; twenty-six  years  later  he  was  once  more  in 
Carrington. 

II 

In  succession  to  the  evicted  minister,  Mr.  John  Collier,  M.A.,  formerly 
at  Firth  and  Stenness  in  Orkney,  was  collated  to  Carrington  on  23  March, 
1663-* ; and  it  should  be  remarked  that  although  he  was  to  bear  the  brunt 
of  acute  dissension  and  to  see  his  kirk  deserted,  he  is  not  explicitly  men- 

1 CKSR,  I,  p.  108.  * PCR,  3rd  Series,  I,  pp.  269-270. 

“ Fasti,  I,  p.  305.  4 Fasti,  I,  p.  305. 
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tioned  as  an  indulged  minister.  In  the  earlier  years  of  his  ministry,  we 
find  the  Session  exercising  its  former  functions,  as  thus  : 

(22  May,  1664)  " The  Session  considering  there  [i]s  several  persons 
in  the  paroch  that  is  often  drunk  and  that  several  stayes  out  of  the 
church  neidlessly  notwithstanding  of  several  admonitions  to  the 
contraire  thinks  fitt  the  minister  from  pulpit  shall  intimate  that 
quhat  person  or  persons  shall  be  found  drunk  shall  make  publicke 
satisfaction  and  pay  13s.  4d.  and  those  quho  absents  from  the  church 
6s.  8d.  and  make  public  satisfaction.”* 

The  Session  likewise  gives  effect,  on  19  Aug.,  1666,  to  an  order  of  the 
Privy  Council  that 

” a thanksgiving  is  to  be  kept  on  thursday  next  the  23  of  August  for 
the  late  victory  of  his  majesties  navie  against  the  dutches  ...  ”2 
But  already  signs  were  not  wanting  that  the  parishioners  were  becoming, 
in  Archbishop  Sharp’s  words,  ” aloft  and  discomposed  ” and  by  no  means 
submissive  to  the  Church’s  authority.  On  10  Jime,  1666,  we  read  : 

‘‘  Simon  Cunningham  . . . said  that  if  the  minister  were  ought  but 
ane  simple  man  he  would  give  him  amends  of  Margaret  Houpe  for 
sitting  down  on  her  knees  and  giving  him  and  all  his  familie  her 
malison,  and  that  some  of  the  Session  were  o’re  officious  and  that 
there  is  partiality  in  the  Session  and  if  the  Minister  were  so  turbulent 
he  would  give  him  law  enough  and  that  he  should  goe  to  the  bishop 
and  complain  and  if  she  were  not  quiet  he  should  make  her  an  example 
to  all  Scotland  . . . being  ordained  to  compeare  before  the  Session  this 
day  14  days  ansyrd  he  would  not  and  said  the  minister  had  a pick  at 
him  and  overlooked  greater  faults  in  the  paroch  . . . and  said  also 
it  is  a new  world  since  there  were  such  new  lawes.  Being  desired 
to  remove  said  he  would  remove  when  he  pleased  and  did  stand 
without  any  reverence  with  his  cap  on  his  head  useing  many  op- 
probrious and  disdainful  speaches  . . .”® 

On  17  July,  the  same  culprit 

"...  said  or  he  gave  publick  satisfaction  he  would  rather  goe  to 
Jemeka  and  be  riven  at  horse  tayles  and  that  he  should  break  his 
necke  before  he  gave  publicke  satisfaction  and  that  he  should  not 
come  within  the  kirk  doores  ” 
and  the  following  Sunday,  when  he  did  appear, 

‘ ‘ he  rose  from  his  seat  with  a great  deal  of  irreverence  and  went 
out  of  the  kirke  crying,  I appeal  to  the  Presbyterie,  all  which  gave 
great  scandal  and  offence  to  the  congregation.”® 

1 CKSR,  I,  p.  125.  2 Ibid.,  I,  p.  161. 

3 Ibid.,  I,  p.  157.  * Ibid.,  I,  p.  159. 


® Ibid, 
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One  other  instance  (9  May,  1669) — a woman,  Marion  Kirk,  having 
used  bad  language  in  reviling  a neighbour, 

“ the  Session  thought  fitt  she  should  be  put  in  the  jogs  and  stand  in 
them  at  the  kirk  door  from  the  second  bell  till  the  minister  be  in 
pulpit  and  to  appear  before  the  congregation  and  give  an  acknow- 
ledgement of  her  sorrow  upon  her  knees  for  the  same  ; also  ordaining 
William  Murray,  constable,  to  take  her  to  the  jogs  and  James  Halliday 
to  put  her  in  them  next  Sabbath.” 

The  sequel  is  startling  : 

” John  Cockburne  husband  to  Marion  Kirk  said  if  any  came  to  take 
his  wife  to  the  jogs  he  should  gar  the  best  of  them  ly  and  he  should 
either  stick  or  be  sticked  first.  The  Session  hearing  this  proud  answer 
and  that  she  had  disobeyed  their  order  referred  her  to  the  bailie  of 
the  barronie,  viz.  David  Dowglas  ; he  being  present  in  the  Session 
ordained  William  Murray  to  apprehend  both  John  Cockburne  and 
his  wife  and  to  put  them  in  the  pitt  in  the  castle  of  Dalhousie  till  they 
find  sufficient  caution  that  they  shall  give  all  obedience  to  the  Kirk.”i 

In  this  case,  the  Session  prevailed.  On  23  May, 

“ Marion  Kirk  stood  in  the  jogs  as  ordained  and  appeared  in  public 
before  the  congregation. ”2 

Mr.  Collier’s  troubles,  when  they  set  in  in  earnest,  were  at  first  personal. 
On  24  Sept.,  1673,  the  presbytery  was  ordained  to  meet  at  Edinburgh  on 
the  following  16  Oct. 

“ to  the  effect  that  they  may  take  notice  of  some  things  alleadged  to 
be  written  by  Mr.  John  Collier  to  the  prejudice  of  one  of  his  Majesties 
Officers  of  State  and  the  Bishop  thought  fitt  that  Mr.  Collier  be 
summoned  to  the  dyett  ...” 

when  the  dean  of  Edinburgh  and  the  professor  of  Divinity  there  were, 
with  others,  to  ‘‘  assist  the  Presbytery  in  trying  of  this  business.”®  What 
were  the  tenor  and  form  of  the  objectionable  statements  I am  unable  to 
say.  But,  on  5 Nov.,  1674,  the  Presbytery,  having  examined  Mr.  Collier 
on  2 Thess.  i.  2,  and  “ knowing  his  affairs  did  divert  him  from  his  studies,” 
desired  the  Moderator  to  exhort  him  to  disentangle  himself  from  anything 
that  might  be  an  impediment  to  him  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties.'* 
From  one  thing,  however,  he  could  not  disentangle  himself — the  parochial 
troubles  which  were  brewing. 

There  is  a blank  in  the  Session  minutes  from  18  June,  1671,  till  2 April, 
1676  ; but,  on  3 July,  1675,  Mr.  Collier  told  the  Presbytery  he  did  not 
preach  on  week-days  “because  he  could  not  get  ane  auditorie.”®  The 

1 CKSR,  I,  p.  194.  “ Ibid.  * Dalkeith  Presb.  Rees.  ^ Ibid.  s ibid. 
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time  was  at  hand  when  he  could  scarce  get  one  on  Sunday.  On  i8  June, 
1676,  comes  this  ominous  entry  : 

“This  day  John  Rew,  chamberlain  to  the  Ryt  hon[o]r[abi]ll  Sir 
Airchbald  primrose  of  Caringtoun  did  keep  ane  conventicle  at  his 
dwelling  house  the  preacher  on[e]  Mr.  James  Rew  ane  persson  not 
indulged  ’’  J 

and,  a week  later,  another  : 

“ This  day  no  sermon  the  minister  absent.  This  day  the  fors[ai]de 
John  Rew  did  tak  upon  him  the  power  of  assembling  the  peopell 
togither  by  sending  his  man  John  Bisset  to  invyte  them  to  ane 
other  conventicle  at  his  dwelling  house  by  the  fors[ai]de  Mr.  James 
Rew.”2 

Then  follows  : 

‘ ‘ June  the  30.  This  day  the  minister  at  his  return  did  go  to  Edinburgh 
to  acquaint  the  bishop  with  the  fors[ai]de  convention  who  judged  it 
to  be  ane  very  misconsidered  act  of  John  Rew  and  reflecting  upon  his 
Lord  and  Master  Sir  Archibald  Primrose  of  Caringtoun.”^ 

“ Misconsidered  ” indeed  ; the  surprising  fact  is  that  the  “ astute,  wary 
and  unscrupulous  ” Sir  Archibald  Primrose,  whose  chamberlain  figures  as 
the  leading  Covenanter  in  Carrington,  was  the  Royalist  Lord  Clerk- 
Register  and,  in  1678,  appears  as  Lord  Justice  General  at  the  trial  of 
Sharp’s  assailant,  Mitchell. 

Let  me  add  some  more  quotations  : 

(2  April,  1676)  “James  borthwick  was  by  the  unemones  (unanimous) 
can  and  consent  of  the  minister  heritors  and  elders  chosen  and 
admitted  to  the  exercise  of  the  readers  office  in  the  church  and  the 
attending  the  public  schoall  in  the  parish  . . 
and  again  : 

(20  Aug.,  1676)  “ This  day  James  Borthwick  was  ordained  to  collect 
our  elders  haveing  left  of  and  we  haveing  non  to  colect.”* 

The  one  resident  laird  was  soon  to  follow  the  example  of  the  elders  : 

(ig  Nov.,  1676)  “The  said  day  there  was  non  to  colect.  Sir  John 
Ramsay  of  Whythill  going  over  the  styell  in  his  anger  said  he 
would  not  come  to  the  kirk  again  till  he  saw  better  order  saying  he 
would  complean  of  the  minister.  The  minister  desired  him  to  stay 
sermon  the  afternoon  but  he  went  away  and  did  take  his  servants 
with  him.”® 

1 CKSR,  I,  p.  264.  » Ibid.  3 Ibid. 

* Ibid.,  I,  p.  262.  ® Ibid.,  I,  p.  267.  ® Ibid.,  I,  p.  268. 
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The  desertion  of  the  elders  brought  about  the  collapse  of  the  system  by 
which  the  Kirk  maintained  its  most  telling  influence  ; and  the  cessation 
of  their  vigilant  custody  of  morals  gave  an  opportunity  for  the  evil 
passions  of  the  community  to  assert  themselves,  not  only  in  the  form  of 
lawlessness  and  disorder,  but  in  the  shape  of  drunkenness  and  immorality. 
So  at  least  Mr.  Collier  alleged.  On  26  Nov.,  1676,  it  is  noted  : 

‘ ‘ This  day  the  minister  did  intimate  he  had  this  week  been  at  my 
Lord  for  to  gait  an  Elderie  erected  and  did  acquaint  my  Lord  with 
the  disorders  that  was  in  the  parish  through  the  want  of  elders  and 
that  ther  was  non  to  help  the  giving  of  the  sacrament. 

The  record  adds  significantly  : 

“ And  that  lowseness  and  sinn  and  profaning  of  the  Lord’s  day  did 
much  abound  ther  was  non  to  sea  to  it. ”2 

The  Covenanting  preachers  now  began  to  take  over  the  functions  of 
the  parish  minister  ; there  is  complaint  of  sacraments  being  administered 
by  them.  Thus,  when  the  minister  questioned  John  Rew  whether  his 
recently  bom  child  was  baptised,  Rew,  we  are  informed, 

‘ ‘ would  not  tell  the  minister  whether  it  was  baptized  or  no  but  said 
it  was  an  ack  (act)  of  religion  to  baptize  it  unorderlie.”^ 

Elders  were  still  unobtainable  ; and,  on  12  May,  1678,  the  minister 
“ did  intimate  abounding  disorders  that  was  in  the  parish  and 
dissired  thoss  that  was  yett  orderlie  not  to  be  lead  away  with  the 
rest  of  the  parish. 

Scotland  was  now  under  martial  law  and  the  “ Black  Bond,”  of  which 
intimation  was  made  in  Carrington  Church  on  17  March  of  this  year,® 
placed  or  attempted  to  place  the  responsibility  of  keeping  the  peace  on 
the  heritors  of  each  locality.  Mr.  Collier  sought  the  aid  of  the  baron 
bailie  and  asked  him  “ to  fyn  every  on[e]  that  made  any  abusse  or  dis- 
orders in  the  parish.”®  But  in  vain.  The  record  of  6 April,  1679,  declares  : 

“ Since  the  first  of  March  or  thereby  the  most  pairt  of  both  coaters 
and  tenants  doth  Sabbath  day  and  week  day  constantlie  frequent 
thess  vagrant  feild  meetings  and  still  entyssing  the  rest  that  ar 
orderlie  to  go  away  with  them  and  abussing  them  that  will  not  go 
with  them.”^ 

1 CKSR,  I,  p.  268.  His  attempt  was  unsuccessful. 

* Cf.  In  March,  i68i,  “ the  minister  did  acquaint  the  baron  baillie  with  the 
great  grouth  of  drunkenness  in  the  toun  of  Caringtoun  ” (Ibid.,  I,  p.  302).  and  the 
general  defiance  of  Church  censure  because  ‘‘  the  Church  had  no  power.” 

* Ibid.,  I,  p.  270.  Ibid.,  I,  p.  278.  s Ibid.,  I,  p.  294. 

* Ibid.,  I,  p.  280  ''  Ibid.,  I,  p.  286. 
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Crowds  attended  these  gatherings.  A conventicle  on  24  Aug.  in  “ Janies 
Willson’s  barn  ” had  also  “ a great  multitud  without  dors,  the  preacher 
Mr.  James  Riddel  ” J and  the  same  preacher,  it  is  noted,  held  an 
" exercise  ” at  John  Rew’s  house. 2 

Covenanting  enthusiasm  found  other  scope.  On  22  June,  1679,  the 
armed  forces  of  the  Covenanters  encountered  the  royal  troops  and  were 
crushingly  defeated  at  Bothwell  Bridge.  In  the  ranks  of  the  Covenant 
were  men  of  Carrington.  A fortnight  before  the  battle, 

" it  was  reported  that  ther  went  from  Caringtoune  this  week  to  the 
rebellion  Thomas  Ramsay  Robert  Wilson  George  Cunyingham  georg 
haig  William  Camming  Gilbert  pailand  John  Wilson  Alexander 
biggen.”3 

We  do  not  know  what  was  their  immediate  fate  ; but,  on  28  Dec.,  the 
minister  refused  to  proclaim  George  Cunningham,  without  the  consent  of 
the  Presbytery,  “ becaus  that  he  had  been  at  the  lait  rebellion. This 
was  the  more  heroic  side  of  Covenanting  zeal ; it  had  also  an  uglier  aspect 
— the  minister  and  those  who  stood  by  the  Kirk  were  subject  to  scornful 
criticism  and  even  to  acts  of  violence.  On  24  May,  1679,  Mr.  Collier  had 
an  eventful  journey  from  Edinburgh  : 

(25  May,  1679)  **  This  day  the  minister  did  relait  to  the  session  how 
that  yesterday  he  was  coming  out  of  Edinburgh  be  10  o’clock  in  the 
forenoun  and  that  on[e]  James  turner  on[e]  of  parish  of  borthwick 
[came]  and  began  to  bost  that  he  had  been  at  conventickles  and  that 
he  was  ryding  on  ane  grey  horss  said  he  should  ryde  to  conventickles 
on  him.  The  minister  to  shun  him  went  into  the  minister  of  Libertoune 
cam  out  the  fellow  cam  again  to  him  the  minister  desired  him  to  be 
gon  but  he  would  not  so  the  minister  at  Laswad  lighted  and  put  his 
horse  in  John  Boyd’s  stable  and  went  up  to  the  ministers  to  stay  to 
be  quit  of  the  fellow  but  in  the  time  the  said  James  did  tak  out  the 
ministers  horss  and  went  throught  the  filds  on  him  when  the  minister 
cam  to  gett  his  horss  he  was  gon.  The  said  James  coming  back  with 
the  horss  the  minister  was  coming  home  and  beneath  the  billhead  the 
said  James  cam  to  the  minister  ryding  and  put  violent  hands  to  the 
minister  the  minister  crying  out  for  hellp  in  the  tym  cam  ryding 
Mr.  Hempside  servant  to  the  Earll  of  Dalhoussie  and  did  tak  the 
man  prisoner  the  minister  being  nighted  by  the  way  with  him  durst 
not  com  horn  but  went  to  dalhoussie  Castell  to  acquaint  my  Lord 
with  it  who  keeped  the  minister  all  night  the  man  being  brought 
befor  my  Lord  confessed  warnot  Mr.  Hempsed  he  had  wronged  the 
minister  so  the  minister  tymlie  on  the  sabbath  morning  cam  home.”® 

1 CKSR  I,  p.  289.  > Ibid.  s Ibid.,  I,  p.  287. 

* Ibid.,  I,  p.  291.  * Ibid.,  I,  p.  286. 
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Again,  on  7 June,  1679  • 

‘ ‘ The  minister  being  in  hazard  to  stay  at  home  went  to  Edinburgh 
for  a whyll  till  the  trouble  passed  over  for  on  the  third  day  of  juny 
his  stable  was  broken  and  his  horss  taken  away  with  the  minister  of 
glencrosses  (Glencorse’s)  that  was  standing  with  his  hors  in  the  stable. 
This  said  day  the  minister  standing  on  the  bellaw*  before  he  went 
to  Edinburgh  William  Edglaw  in  Caringtoune  cam  to  the  minister 
and  said  he  was  ane  soul  murder[er]  and  that  he  had  gotten  mor 
good  at  two  three  conventickles  nor  he  had  gotten  these  eighteen 
years  by  you  and  that  the  lait  bishop  of  sanctandrouss  that  was 
murdered  was  sent  to  hell  befor  the  time. ”2 
On  4 Aug.,  William  Haig,  “a  notorious  thife,”  encountered  William 
Fairbairn,  late  servant  to  the  minister,  and  asked  him  “ where  he  was 
yesterday  at  sermon.” 

“ He  said  at  Caringtoun  kirk.  The  said  William  Haig  said  or  it  wer 
long  he  hoped  to  pull  him  (Mr.  Collier)  out  of  the  pulpit  and  it  were 
better  to  drive  in  neet  (cattle)  or  sheep  in  to  hear  him  preach  nor 
any  Christian  should  com  and  said  that  the  ministers  text  was  in 
david  Linsys^  book  and  did  put  violent  hands  to  the  said  William 
fairbairn  for  keeping  of  his  parish  kirk  and  pronouncing  oaths. 

The  redoubtable  John  Rew,  coming  through  Carrington  on  31st  Aug., 
after  service,  declared  : 

' ‘ Good  meetings  should  be  lett  alone  in  any  place  but  in  Caringtoun 
they  could  have  non  ” ; 
and,  the  same  day, 

“ after  the  sermon,  the  minister  being  visiting  the  seek  he  cam  to 
them  that  did  keep  the  kirk  and  mocked  them  and  bad  them  folow 
the  minister  to  the  exercise. 

Here  is  one  more  typical  entry  : 

" This  day  James  Borthwick  the  precentor  being  in  John  Moubrays 
ther  Christian  rid  (Reid)  spous  to  Robert  ker,  skinner,  did  raill  on 
him  for  the  seeking  of  her  testificat  said  they  never  in  ther  lyfe  did 
own  the  curat  and  they  scorned  to  medell  with  him  now.  . . . Thir 
persons  being  at  this  time  brought  to  the  parish  by  John  Rew,  it 
was  reported  that  the  man  had  been  at  the  lait  rebellion  and  married 
unorderlie.”® 

1 At  the  n.e.  end  of  Carrington  village. 

CKSR,  I,  p.  287.  The  reference  is,  of  course,  to  Sharp. 

» Lindsay  was  Bishop  of  Edinburgh.  ^ CKSR,  I,  p.  289. 

5 Ibid.  This  incident,  with  Rew's  remarks,  is  quoted  in  the  process  against 
Rew  {PCR,  3rd  Ser.,  VIII,  pp.  8-10). 

• CKSR,  I,  p.  296. 
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The  presence  of  notable  Covenanting  ministers  at  local  conventicles 
added  to  Mr.  Collier’s  woes.  In  October  and  November,  1679,  the  preachers 
were  " Mr.  James  Blackiter,  Mr.  Selcraig  and  Mr.  James  Welsh.”'  The 
first-mentioned  is  probably  Mr.  John  Blackadder,  the  ‘‘  outed  ” minister 
of  Troqueer,  outlawed  in  1674,  a fugitive  in  Rotterdam  in  1678,  in  Edin- 
burgh during  June,  1679  J captured  in  Edinburgh  in  1681,  he  died  at 
the  Bass  in  1686.2  James  Welsh,  the  last-mentioned,  is  described  in  the 
Register  of  the  Privy  Council  as  ''  cousine  or  relation  to  . . . Mr.  John 
Welsh  (the  evicted  minister  of  Irongray),  a declared  rebell  and  traitour 
and  who  had  been  brought  up  in  his  principles.  He  was  again  in  the 
locality  on  4 July,  1680,  when  he  “ keept  ane  conventickll  at  toksyde^ 
hills  and  . . . did  stay  in  Caringtoun  on  the  Sabbath  night.”®  Mr.  Collier 
attempted  to  deal  with  the  intruders  by  sending  his  precentor  with  a 
letter  to  Mr.  George  Johnstone,  one  of  the  preachers  (and  “outed” 
minister  of  Newbattle),  “ desiring  him  not  to  meddle  with  his  parish.”® 
But  the  state  of  the  parish  did  not  mend.  The  record  of  29  May,  1680, 
reads  : 

' ' This  day  sermon  being  keeped  according  to  order,  ther  was  not 
on[e]  tennent  belonging  to  the  barrony  of  Carintoun  in  the  kirk  but 
William  Ramsay  ...  in  barns  and  William  Mofet  in  Fatlips.  Of  all 
the  parish  ther  was  but  18  persons  in  the  kirk  and  these  few  that 
did  com  was  mocked  by  the  rest  as  they  cam  through  Caringtoune 
saying  that  it  was  ane  bastard  Sabbath  and  that  they  did  love  the 
king  better  nor  the  sermon. 

A few  weeks  later  (2  July),  the  Presbytery  had  taken  the  matter  up 
and  the  Moderator  read  a letter  from  the  bishop  of  Edinburgh, 

‘ ‘ bearing  that  quheras  some  did  lay  the  blame  of  the  disorders  of 
the  parish  of  Caringtoune  on  the  miscarriage  of  the  minister,  he 
thought  fitt  for  trying  whether  the  minister  or  people  were  the  causes 
therof  to  appoint  a visitation  ther  on  the  21  of  July.”® 

The  account  of  the  visitation  relates  that 

“ the  minister  in  the  audience  of  the  greatest  part  of  the  parish 
being  asked  how  they  keept  the  kirk  answered  that  the  most  part  of 
them  had  dishaunted  it  since  pasche  (Easter)  gone  a year  and  that 
on  that  accompt  he  had  forborne  to  give  the  communion.” 

1 CKSR,  I,  p.  290. 

? If  he  is  correctly  identified  here  with  John  Blackadder,  Mathieson’s  statement 
(Politics  and  Religion,  II,  p.  270)  that  he  “ refused  to  preach  in  any  parish  where 
there  was  an  indulged  minister  ” needs  amendment. 

3 PCR,  3rd  Ser.,  VIII,  pp.  8-10.  * In  Temple  parish. 

« CKSR,  I,  p.  296.  « Ibid.,  I,  p.  292.  ’ Ibid.,  I,  p.  294. 

* Dalkeith  Presb.  Rees. 
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In  the  opinion  of  the  parishioners,  it  is  said,  Mr.  Collier  was  ‘ ‘ ane  honest 
man  tho  so  born  down  with  a refractory  people.”* 

The  minister’s  unhappy  plight  was  not  alleviated.  It  was  now  the 
turn  of  John  Rew  to  utilise  the  baron  bailie,  who,  on  28  Sept.,  was  made 
to  hold  a court  and  write 

" the  reader  and  schoolmaster  his  eviction  from  the  Church  and 
school  hous  the  quhilk  was  done  by  those  that  deserted  the  church 
and  has  rejected  the  minister  and  now  thinks  to  exauctorat  (?)  the 
reader  and  schoolmaster. ”2 

At  Rew’s  house,  John  Blackadder,  ” ane  preacher  ane  rebell,”  stayed  on 
loth  Oct.,  after  preaching  at  conventicles  held  at  Ancrielaw^  on  that  day 
(Sunday)  and  the  previous  Friday  and  Saturday.^  There  was  a conventicle 
‘‘  in  the  hills  ” on  28th  Nov.  : and,  on  19  Dec., 

‘ ‘ ane  conventicll  in  ancrielaw  in  our  parish  the  preacher  Mr.  Donald- 
son, the  chamberlain’s  servants  being  therat.”® 

Donaldson  was  the  evicted  minister  of  Dalgety.  We  encounter  in  the 
Carrington  records  at  this  time  an  amusing  illustration  of  the  extent 
of  a Covenanter’s  knowledge.  When  John  Thomson,  “ couper,”  was 
examined  regarding  a baptism  at  a conventicle, 

” the  minister  asked  if  he  (the  irregular  preacher)  had  bound  him  to 
the  League  and  Covenant.  He  confessed  he  did  so.  The  [minister] 
asked  him  quhat  was  the  tenner  (tenor)  of  the  covenant  he  could 
not  tell  on[e]  articll  of  it  so  he  went  his  way.”® 

Yet  another  conventicle  was  held  at  CauldhalP  on  20  Feb.,  1681.®  But 
there  was  a rod  in  pickle  for  the  unfortunate  Covenanters.  On  29  April, 
it  is  recorded  ; 

‘ ‘ The  last  Sabbath  many  of  our  people  being  at  ane  conventicll 
was  apprehended  by  my  Lord  Advocat  Sir  George  McKinie  and 
William  Murray  officer  therat  with  many  others.”® 

The  advent  of  ” Bloody  McKenzie  ” had  its  consequences  on  16  June, 
when  the  Privy  Council,  on  the  complaint  of  “His  Majesty’s  Advocate,” 
found  as  follows  : 

“ Contrary  to  the  laws  forbidding  conventicles  and  corresponding 
with  and  assisting  declared  rebels,  John  Row,  chamberlain  in  Car- 
rington, ‘ being  a most  seditious  and  factious  persone,’  had  not  only 

1 Dalkeith  Presby.  Rees.  ^ CKSR,  I,  p.  298. 

3 On  the  w.  side  of  Carrington  and  now  mainly  in  the  parish  of  Penicuik. 

* CKSR,  I,  p.  298.  s Ibid.,  1,  p.  299.  ® Ibid. 

^ In  the  extreme  s.  of  Carrington  parish, 
e CKSR,  I,  p.  301.  9 Ibid.,  I,  p.  303. 
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been  guilty  himself  but  by  his  example  has  so  far  debauched  the 
country  where  he  lives  ‘ that  most  part  of  them  dishaunt  the  public 
ordinances  and  frequent  house  and  field  conventicles  and  are  married 
and  have  their  children  baptized  in  a disorderly  manner  ' ; and 
particularly  since  i Aug.,  1679,  the  said  John  Row  has  been  present 
at  house  and  field  conventicles  kept  in  his  own  house  and  in  and 
about  Carrington  and  Temple  parish,  where  Mr.  Archibald  Riddell, 
Mr.  James  Welsh,  Mr.  [ ] Hepburne  and  other  irregular  ministers 

have  preached  and  he  has  during  all  that  time  abstained  from  the 
parish  kirk  and  has  corresponded  with  and  assisted  the  said  Mr. 
Archibald  Riddel,  and  Thomas  Ramsay,  George  Haig,  Robert  WiUson, 
John  Moubray  and  others  who  were  in  the  rebellion.  Charge  having 
been  given  to  the  said  John  Row,  who  failed  to  compear,  the  Lords 
declare  him  rebel  and  order  his  goods  to  be  escheated. 

But  Mr.  Collier,  his  arch-antagonist  being  thus  eclipsed,  was  not  destined 
to  enjoy  a new  era  of  parochial  peace.  Soon  after,  the  sorely  tried  minister 
left  his  parish  for  conscience’  sake.  The  Session  record  declares  : 

“No  farder  sermon  nor  Session  here  yn  regard  of  the  people’s  . . . 
withdrawing  from  the  church  and  the  putting  out  of  James  Borthwick 
reader  and  precentor  till  the  end  of  October  when  Alexander  Bowie 
precentor  did  officiat  and  immediately  therafter  from  Mr.  Colzears 
not  taking  the  Test  in  the  midst  of  November  yeare  fors[ai]de,  1681, 
the  church  was  without  a minister  and  noe  sermon  until  a new 
minister  was  presented  therat.’’^ 

In  thus  refusing  the  “ Test,’’  Mr.  Collier  followed  the  example  (according 
to  Wodrow)  of  many  indulged  ministers.  His  career  in  Carrington  had 
been  inglorious  and  he  held  no  other  charge.  After  Hving  in  poverty,  he 
died  in  Edinburgh  in  169 1.® 

Ill 

His  successor,  Mr.  Robert  Monteith,  M.A.,  came  from  the  parish  of 
Borgue  to  be  admitted  and  instituted  on  23  June,  1682  ]*  and  although 
of  more  forceful  character  than  Mr.  Collier,  such  fame  as  this  whilom 
minister  of  Carrington  acquired  lay  in  other  fields  than  his  parish.  The 
compiler  of  “A  Theater  of  Mortality”  (a  collection  of  epitaphs  which 
cost  him  “ vast  pains,  travel  and  charges  ”),  the  translator  of  Buchanan 
and  the  author  of  a treatise  on  punctuation,  he  once  gave  evidence  of  his 
erudition  by  quoting  Suetonius  to  the  bailie  of  Whitehill.®  His  career  in 

1 PCR.,  3rd  Ser.,  VII,  pp.  133-134.  ^ CKSR.,  I,  p.  306. 

3 Fasti,  I,  p.  305  ; CKSR.,  I,  p.  307. 

* Fasti,  I,  p.  305.  5 CKSR.,  I,  p.  335. 
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Carrington  was  brief ; yet,  after  his  coming  to  the  parish,  there  was  the 
prospect  of  a more  settled  order  of  parochial  affairs.  On  9 Nov.,  1682, 
Adam  Urquhart,  Laird  of  Meldrum,  was  given  commission  “to  pursue 
and  pimish  persons  guilty  ...  of  conventicles  ” and  other  Covenanting 
offences  in  Midlothian  parishes  including  Carrington.*  But  it  is  evident 
that  by  this  time  Covenanting  enthusiasm  in  Carrington  had  largely 
spent  itself  or  gone  underground.  John  Rew,  on  4 Jan.,  1683,  had  once 
again,  in  his  absence,  been  put  to  the  hom^  ; and  it  is  noteworthy  that  in 
the  proceedings  against  him  before  the  Privy  Council,  incidents  which 
figure  in  the  Carrington  records  are  quoted  freely  and  verbatim — it  looks, 
indeed,  as  if  “ Bloody  McKenzie  ” had  had  access  to  them  in  drawing  up 
his  “ complaint.”  We  do  not  hear  of  Rew  again,  unless  he  is  the  “ John 
Row  ” mentioned  in  the  same  year  as  one  of  the  conspirators  in  the  Rye 
House  Plot  who  have  fled  from  justice. 3 Another  Carrington  Covenanter, 
James  Wilson,  in  whose  bam,  as  we  have  seen,  a great  conventicle  was 
held  on  24  Aug.,  1679,  was  released  conditionally  from  the  Tolbooth  on 
19  July,  1683.^  Somewhat  later  in  that  year  (4  Nov.),  the  parishioners 
with  a few  exceptions  were  coming  back  to  the  deserted  kirk  : 

“ The  minister  likewise  myndit  the  people  that  conforme  to  ane  Act 
of  the  last  parliament  he  and  all  the  other  ministers  were  commandit 
to  give  in  lists  to  the  bishop  and  Privy  Councill  in  October  yearlie 
of  all  phanaticall  separatists  within  ther  parishes.  Regrating  that 
ther  are  severall  not  yet  joined  to  the  church  even  who  should  be 
exemplar  to  others  and  exhorting  that  all  should  conscientiously 
attend  the  ordinances. 

Previously,  on  2 Sept.,  the  royal  proclamation  of  a thanksgiving  “for 
his  Majesties  safe  deliverance  from  the  late  phanaticall  conspiracie,”  i.e. 
the  Rye  House  Plot,  was  announced  ; and  the  minister  exhorted  the 
people  then  “ to  endeavour  due  thankfulness  for  his  Gracious  Majesties 
deliverance  from  that  fatal  blow  ” and,  on  the  following  Sunday,  “ did 
earnestly  adjure  the  people  to  loyaltie  and  gratitude  to  God  and  the 
king. ”6  They  were  not  allowed,  however,  to  forget  that  the  shadow  of  the 
sword  was  over  the  land,  for,  on  ii  Nov.,  it  was  intimated  that  heritors  and 
freeholders  liable  for  cess  and  other  burdens  must  pay  their  proportion  by 
the  20  of  that  month,  under  pain  of  having  the  dragoons  quartered  on  them.^ 

On  18  July  of  that  year,  at  a Presbyterial  visitation.  Sir  William 
Primrose  and  Sir  John  Ramsay,  the  heritors,  were  present  and  a list  of 

1 PCR.,  3rd  Ser.,  VII,  p.  566. 

2 Ibid.,  VIII,  pp.  8-10.  There  is  a shorter  version  in  Wodrow,  Hist,  of  the 
Sufferings,  II,  p.  281. 

® PCR.,  3rd  Ser.,  VIII,  p.  214.  ^ Hid.,  VIII,  p.  196. 

s CKSR.,  I,  p.  325.  « Ibid.,  I,  pp.  318,  319.  ’ Ibid.,  I,  p.  320. 
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elders  was  submitted  and  from  the  elders’  visitation  of  the  “ toune  ” 
and  other  activities,  it  would  appear  that  the  former  system  had  been 
in  some  measure  successfully  restored.  A certain  William  Falconer  was 
charged,  on  9 Sept.,  with  “ the  sin  of  drawing  a whinger  in  the  face  of 
the  Session  . . . two  or  three  years  ago  ” ;2  and,  on  18  Nov., 

‘ ‘ the  minister  acquainted  the  session  that  for  many  years  all  order 
and  ecclesiastick  authority  being  banisht  and  slighted  in  this  place, 
ther  was  noe  regard  paid  to  the  appointments  and  acts  of  the  Session 
and  people  lived  arbitrarily  as  they  pleased  without  fear  of  God 
or  reverence  to  man  . . .”3 

There  follows  what  purports  to  be  a list  of  proposals  for  restoring  the 
authority  of  the  Church  in  the  parish  and  these  continue  on  25  Nov.  in 
this  strain  : 

"...  It  shall  be  farder  . . . declared  that  whomsoever  shall  pre- 
sume to  maligne  accuse  reproach  or  impeach  the  minister  or  any 
member  of  Session  of  sin  or  injustice  in  their  administration  shall  be 
put  in  the  kirkjogs  and  publickly  rebuked  before  the  paroch.  . . .” 
“ . . . That  all  such  persons  as  shall  slander  the  minister  especially 
for  his  duty  shall  be  represented  to  the  Laird  to  be  put  out  of  the 
parish.  . . 

We  might  imagine  that  Mr.  Monteith  was  merely  combating  what  re- 
mained of  the  “ disorder  ” of  his  predecessor’s  time  ; but  the  true  cause 
of  these  threatened  rigours — the  discussion  of  which  by  the  Session,  it  is 
hinted  in  the  Presbytery  records,  was  mainly  a figment  of  the  minister’s 
imagination — was  petty  altercations  between  Mr.  Monteith  and  his 
parishioners.  Into  these  it  is  unnecessary  to  enter  as  I have  related  them 
elsewhere. 5 Suffice  it  that  after  a Presbyterial  visitation  on  13  Aug., 
1684,  to  enquire  into  his  conduct — when  he  declared  : 

“ Yea,  surely,  it  is  hard  to  sustain  the  dispositions  of  ignorant  or 
prejudical  people  ...  as  they  are  not  able  to  repeat  perfectly  the 
plainest  sentence  that  a minister  speaks,”® 

Mr.  Monteith  was  advised  to  demit  office  by  the  bishop  on  15  Oct.^  and 
formally  deposed  on  18  Feb.,  1685.® 

IV 

On  25  May  of  the  same  year,  there  was  instituted  at  Carrington  its 
one  Episcopalian  incumbent,  Mr.  David  Lammie,  M.A.,  son  of  a dean  of 

1 Dalkeith  Presb.  Rees.  * CKSR.,  I,  p.  319.  =*  Ibid.,  I,  p.  333. 

* CKSR.,  I,  pp.  336,  337.  s Univ.  of  Edinburgh  Journal,  VIII,  i,  p.  24. 

**  Dalkeith  Presb.  Rees.  ’’  Synod  Rees.  ® Dalkeith  Presb.  Rees. 
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Brechin.’  This  “ King’s  curate  ” was,  in  turn,  deprived,  on  8 May,  1689, 
for  failing  to  read  the  proclamation  of  the  Estates  regarding  the  cessation 
of  obedience  to  James  II  and  omitting  to  pray  for  King  William  and 
Queen  Mary.2  But  before  the  “ curate’s  ” departure,  as  happened  else- 
where, the  “ outed  ” minister  of  1662  had  returned.  In  June,  1688,  Mr. 
Kilpatrick  had  come,  at  the  invitation  of  the  parishioners, 

" to  visite  the  said  parochiners  and  to  preach  unto  them  and  in 
November  last  haveing  transported  his  family  since  quhilk  time  he 
has  continued  the  ministerial!  functions  among  them  except  four  or 
five  who  heard  Mr.  Lammie.”^ 

The  Committee  of  Estates,  accordingly,  on  10  May,  1689,  in  response  to 
the  supplication  of  the  parishioners,  allowed  Mr.  Kilpatrick, 

“ now  preacher  at  the  meeting-house  to  preach  and  exercise  the 
other  acts  of  the  ministerial!  functione  at  the  . . . Kirk  of  Car- 
ringtoune.”^ 

This  “ antediluvian  ” was  minister  till  his  death  on  4 July,  1696.5  It  may 
be  added  that  Mr.  Lanimie,  remembering  perhaps  that  he  had  been 
allowed  to  leave  his  parish  in  peace  unlike  his  brethren  who  were 
“ rabbled,”  left  100  1.  Scots  for  the  poor  of  Carrington  at  his  death  in 
1724.5 

In  the  records  of  the  Ayrshire  parish  of  Sorn,  occurs  an  instance  in 
1692,  of  a prospective  elder,  who  had  taken  “that  abominable  oath 
commonly  called  the  Test,”  being  required  to  “ declare  his  heart  sorrow 
and  grief  for  the  forsaid  step  of  defectione  ” -p  and  there  are  several  other 
such  cases.  Perhaps  it  is  characteristic  of  an  East-country  parish  which 
had  not  known  the  full  fury  of  the  “ killing  times  ” that  no  comparable 
recantations  appear  in  the  Carrington  records  nor  do  they  show  any 
lingering  influences  of  the  Covenanting  days.  I remark  in  conclusion 
that  I have  refrained  from  comment  in  the  desire  to  let  the  story  tell 
itself  and  I have  made  this  incursion  into  Covenanting  history,  not 
because  I profess  to  know  the  period  well,  but  because  the  details  preserved 
in  the  Session  records  I have  so  often  quoted  seem  to  me  to  be  of  some 
historical  value. 

1 Fasti,  I,  p.  305. 

* APS.,  IX,  Orders  of  Comm  of  Estates,  App.,  p.  15. 

* Ibid.,  IX,  p.  17.  * Ibid. 

® Fasti,  I,  p.  305.  '*  CKSR.,  14  June,  1724. 

T Sorn  KSR.,  I,  p.  2. 
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